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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. LORETTA SANCHEZ 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2005 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. Mr. 
Speaker, on Tuesday, June 7, 2005, I was un-
avoidably absent due to a previous commit-
ment. Had I been present and voting, I would 
have voted as follows: on rollcall No. 228: 
‘‘yes’’ on Final Passage of H. Con. Res 44; on 
rollcall No. 229: ‘‘yes’’ on Final Passage of H. 
Res. 282. 

f 

WITHDRAW FROM IRAQ 

HON. BARNEY FRANK 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2005 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, 
one the ablest Members of the current Con-
gress, JIM MCGOVERN, has joined with one of 
the ablest Members in the history of the Con-
gress, George McGovern to address the trou-
bling issue of Iraq, and they make an eloquent 
case—with which I completely agree—that 
‘‘the United States must now begin an orderly 
withdrawal of our forces from this mistaken 
foreign venture.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, it is our custom in introducing 
relevant material of this sort into this RECORD 
to put some gloss on the material entered. In 
this case, I feel absolutely no need to do this, 
because the authors—former Senator George 
McGovern and Congressman JIM MCGOV-
ERN—do a superb job of explaining why we 
should pull out of Iraq. I will note that I join 
them not only in their basic argument, but in 
their note that as ‘‘earlier opponents of the 
U.S. invasion of Iraq . . . we hoped that our 
concerns would be proven wrong.’’ None of us 
take any joy in the fact that this has worked 
out so much worse than the Administration 
had predicted, but we must draw the con-
sequences from this mistake and not continue 
with a seriously flawed policy which drains us 
financially, costs the lives of our military, and 
makes the situation in the Middle East worse 
rather than better in so many ways. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that the essay by George 
McGovern and JIM MCGOVERN from the Mon-
day, June 6 Boston Globe be printed here. 

[From the Boston Globe, June 6, 2005] 

WITHDRAW FROM IRAQ 

(By George McGovern and Jim McGovern) 

We were early opponents of the U.S. inva-
sion of Iraq. Nonetheless, once American 
forces were committed, we hoped that our 
concerns would be proven wrong. That has 
not been the case. 

The United States must now begin an or-
derly withdrawal of our forces from this mis-
taken foreign venture. 

The justification for the war was based on 
false or falsified information. What had been 
initially characterized by the Bush adminis-
tration as an uncomplicated military oper-
ation has turned into a violent quagmire. 
Our leaders underestimated not only the in-
surgency, but also the deep-rooted ethnic di-
visions in Iraqi society. 

There are no clear answers from the ad-
ministration or the Congress on how long 
our forces will need to stay in Iraq, what the 

anticipated costs in human life and treasure 
will be, or even what would constitute suc-
cess. 

Instead, many of our policymakers seem 
resigned to an open-ended occupation. 
Former Defense Undersecretary Paul 
Wolfowitz has told Congress that we will be 
there for at least another 10 years. It is com-
mon to hear even some who voted against 
the war say, ‘‘now that we’re there, we have 
no choice but to stay.’’ 

We very much disagree. Calls to maintain 
the status quo echo the same rationale used 
to keep us in Vietnam. To those who contend 
that we would weaken our credibility if we 
withdraw, we believe that the Nation’s 
standing would greatly improve if we dem-
onstrate the judgment to terminate an un-
wise course. 

Our continuing presence in Iraq feeds the 
insurgency and gives the insurgents a cer-
tain legitimacy in the eyes of much of the 
world. We know from our own history that 
armies of occupation are seldom welcome. 

There have been elections in Iraq, and yet 
it remains unclear whether the different po-
litical, ethnic, and religious factions want to 
work together. 

One thing, however, is clear: Washington 
cannot determine Iraq’s destiny. It doesn’t 
matter how many times Condoleezza Rice or 
Donald Rumsfeld visit. It doesn’t matter how 
many soldiers we deploy. The myriad fac-
tions in Iraq themselves must display the po-
litical will to demand a system of govern-
ment that respects the diversity that exists 
in their country. 

There are no easy answers in Iraq. But we 
are convinced that the United States should 
now set a dramatically different course—one 
that anticipates U.S. military withdrawal 
sooner rather than later. We should begin 
the discussions now as to how we can bring 
our troops home. 

The United States should accelerate and 
pay for the training of Iraqi security forces 
with the help of Egypt, Jordan, and other 
Arab allies. We can begin drawing down 
American forces to coincide with the number 
of trained Iraqi forces. By that measure, we 
should bring 30,000 of our troops home now. 

President Bush should consult with the 
current Iraqi government and other Arab na-
tions about the necessity for an Arab-led se-
curity force to complement the Iraqis in the 
short term. Again, the United States should 
finance this effort. 

We should also work with the United Na-
tions to solicit ideas and assistance from the 
international community on how we can best 
disengage. 

There are no guarantees that militarily 
withdrawing from Iraq would contribute to 
stability or would not result in chaos. On the 
other hand, we do know that under our occu-
pation the violence will continue. We also 
know that our occupation is one of the chief 
reasons for hatred of the United States, not 
only in the Arab world but elsewhere. 

Wars are easy to get into, but hard as hell 
to get out of. After two years in Iraq and the 
loss of more than 1,600 American soldiers, it 
is simply not enough to embrace the status 
quo. 

We are not suggesting a ‘‘cut-and-run’’ 
strategy. The United States must continue 
to finance security, training, and reconstruc-
tion. 

But the combination of stubbornness and 
saving face is not an adequate rationale for 
continuing this war. This is not a liberal or 
conservative issue. It is time for lawmakers 
in Washington—and for concerned citizens 
across the Nation—to demand that this sad 
chapter in our history come to an end and 
not be repeated in some other hapless coun-
try. 

The path of endless war will bankrupt our 
treasury, devour our soldiers, and degrade 

the moral and spiritual values of the Nation. 
It is past time to change course. 
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TRIBUTE TO CAPTAIN STEVEN C. 
MILLER, USN 

HON. KEN CALVERT 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2005 

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize and honor Captain Steven C. Miller, 
United States Navy, for his twenty-six years of 
active duty service to our country. He is the 
Commanding Officer of the Naval Surface 
Warfare Center in Corona, California and will 
retire on June 17, 2005. 

Captain Miller graduated from the United 
States Naval Academy in 1979. After being 
commissioned as an officer he embarked on 
an extraordinary active duty career as a Sur-
face Warfare Officer. He has deployed 
throughout the world in support of America’s 
global naval presence and power projection. 
Captain Miller has served as a Surface War-
fare Officer on destroyers, frigates and cruis-
ers. He was the Executive Officer of the USS 
Ticonderoga (CG 47) when she went to war in 
support of Operation Desert Shield and Desert 
Storm in 1990 and 1991. Captain Miller was 
hand picked to be the first Commanding Offi-
cer of the USS Stethem (DDG 63) when she 
entered service in 1995. Under his leadership, 
the crew of the Stethem earned the coveted 
Battle ‘‘E’’ award for combat readiness in the 
first year of the ship’s service. 

Besides being a true warrior at sea, Captain 
Miller has had a distinguished career ashore. 
He has served in the office of the Chief of 
Naval Operations as the Executive Secretary 
for Joint Chiefs of Staff Affairs and as the Flag 
Secretary for the Commander Naval Surface 
Force, U.S. Atlantic Fleet. Following his com-
mand tour on the USS Stethem, Captain Miller 
shaped the future of the Navy’s surface com-
bat force while working on the program start of 
the DD(X). This new destroyer program will 
lead the Navy into the twenty-first century. 
Captain Miller has earned a Master’s Degree 
in National Security Strategy at the Naval War 
College and qualified as a U.S. Navy Acquisi-
tion Professional. 

I first met Captain Miller when he assumed 
command of the Naval Surface Warfare Cen-
ter in my district. NSWC, Corona provides 
independent assessment and testing and eval-
uation to the fleet on weapons systems and 
operations and provides quality control for the 
tools our Navy uses to fight the Global War on 
Terrorism. I have come to know him as a 
strong leader who accomplishes the mission 
and takes care of his people. 

Captain Steve Miller has done much to pre-
serve our way of life. Our country, our Navy 
and my community have benefited from his 
selfless service. He is a fantastic example for 
today’s young people who want to serve their 
country and for those who dream of attending 
one of our service academies. He has earned 
my many thanks. I wish him well in his retire-
ment from the Navy and all his future endeav-
ors. 
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